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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 6/27/05 
has been entered. 

Response to Amendment 

2. Applicant's amendment was received on 6/27/05, and has been entered and 
made of record. Currently, claims 1-10 are pending. 
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Claim Objections 

The following quotations of 37 § CFR 1 .75(d)(1 ) is the basis of objection: 

(d)(1 ) The claim or claims must conform to the invention as set forth in the remainder of the 
specification and the terms and phrases used in the claims must find clear support or antecedent basis 
in the description so that the meaning of the terms in the claims my be ascertainable by reference to 
the description. (See § 1 .58(a)). 

3. Claim 1 recites the limitation "image data" in the last line. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. Perhaps, -- the - should be inserted in 
front of the limitation. Furthermore, "a start of ring-type" should be - the start of ring- 
type - in line 1 0 and "a transfer of ring-type" should be the transfer of ring-type -- in 
line 11. 

4. With respect to claim 2, "a control operation so that, when a start of ring-type" 
should be - the control operation so that, when the start of ring-type --. 

5. With respect to claims 3, 5, 7, 8 and 10, arguments analogous to those 
presented for claim 2, are applicable. 

6. Claim 4 recites the limitation "image data" in the last line. It is uncertain if this 
image data is referring to "the received image data". Furthermore, - the - should be 
inserted before "ring-type multiple-address processing" in lines 10 and 12. 

7. With respect to claim 6, arguments analogous to those presented for claim 1 , are 
applicable. 

8. With respect to claim 9, arguments analogous to those presented for claim 4, are 1 
applicable. 

9. With respect to claim 3, it recites "information indicating a nickname" in line 4, It 
is unclear whether this information is referring to the transmitter information or the other. 
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10. With respect to claim 7, arguments analogous to those presented for claim 3, are 
applicable. 

11. It is noted that there are many insufficient antecedent basis for many limitations 
throughout the claims. The applicant is requested to correct these minor informalities in 
the claims. 

The following quotations of 37 CFR 1.75(a) is the basis of objection: 

(a) The specification must conclude with a claim particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention or discovery. 

Claim 1 is objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75(a) as failing to particularly point out 
and distinctly claim the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention or 
discovery. 

12. With respect to claim 1 , "wherein the transmitter information is added as the 
image data" is confusing as to whether the information is also added during the transfer 
of ring-type reception. Perhaps, - when the start of ring-type multiple-address 
transmission has been selected - should be inserted at the end of the claim. 

13. With respect to rest of independent claims, arguments analogous to those 
presented for claim 1 , are applicable. 

Specification 

14. Appropriate/similar corrections are required for the specification as set forth 
above in the Claim Objection. 
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Response to Arguments 

1 5. Applicant's arguments filed 6/27/05 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

In response to the applicant's arguments regarding claim 1, the applicant 
explains how the current invention differs from the teachings of Watanabe. Particularly, 
the applicant states that Watanabe fails to teach "a controller, arranged to perform a 
control operation so that, when the start of ring-type multiple-address transmission has 
been selected, transmitter information is added, and, when the transfer of ring-type 
multiple-address reception has been selected, the transmitter information is not added\ 
Again, as previously stated in the Response to Arguments of the Office Action dated 
3/22/05, examiner respectfully disagrees. Referring to col. 2, lines 33-45, the system of 
Watanabe includes three facsimile machines. Fax 1 represents as a repeater station for 
performing the repeating multiple-address transmission; Fax 2 represents a fax 
apparatus for requesting the repeating multiple-address transmission; and Fax 3 
represents a receiving fax for receiving the repeating data from the Fax 1 . 

Now, when the start of ring-type multiple-address transmission is selected, that is 
when the fax apparatus of fig. 2 is used as the transmitter (Fax 2) for initiating the ring- 
type multiple-address transmission, its own telephone number is apparently added in 
the transmission. The telephone number is added and transmitted to the repeater 
station in order to (1) transmit back the transmit repeating result to the transmitting 
facsimile apparatus (fig. 3, S 29 & S30) and (2) register/store the telephone number of 
the transmitting facsimile apparatus in the repeater station (col. 6, lines 21-31 and col. 
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5, lines 41-46). Thus, it is clear that the transmitter information is added when the start 
of ring-type multiple-address transmission is selected. 

Moreover, when the transfer of ring-type multiple-address reception is selected, 
that is when the fax apparatus of fig. 2 is used as the repeater station (fax 1 ), the 
address of the transmitter (fax 2) is apparently not added by the controller of fax 1 since 
it was already added by the transmitter. Examiner agrees with the applicant, in that the 
process performed by the current invention might be different (i.e., the transmitter 
information is not added by the controller of fax 2 in the transmission according to fig. 
3B of the original Drawings) than what Watanabe teaches. However, this difference is 
not apparent in the current claim wording. 

As the applicant correctly points out, Examiner previously stated that "although 
Watanabe is silent as to whether or not the added phone number of the transmitting 
facsimile apparatus is transmitted to the final destination, it can be concluded that the 
repeater does not add the phone number again in the facsimile data because it is 
already added/included by the transmitting facsimile apparatus". The applicant further 
states that "thus, the Examiner admits that Watanabe et a/, does not expressly disclose 
that, when a transfer of ring-type multiple-address reception has been selected, the 
transmitter information is not added, as required by Claim 1" Respectfully, this 
statement is not necessarily correct. Examiner's admission of transmitting or not 
transmitting the added phone number is irrelevant as to whether the controller of fax 1 
adds the transmitter information or not. What is certain from the teachings of Watanabe 
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is when the fax apparatus of fig. 2 is used as toe repeater station (fax 1 ), the address of 
the transmitter (fax 2) is not added by the controller of fax 1 . 

Therefore, Watanabe teaches the limitations presented above. 

16. With respect to claims 4, 6 and 9, arguments analogous to those presented for 
claim 1, are applicable. 

17 ; Applicant's amendment necessitated the following new ground(s) of rejection in 
this Office action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Watanabe et al. U.S. Patent No. 5,170,428 (hereinafter Watanabe) in view of Kawasaki 

U.S. Patent No. 6,310,699. 

18. With respect to claim 1 , Watanabe discloses a communication apparatus 
(facsimile of fig. 2) adapted to perform ring-type multiple-address transmission (relay 
operation, as defined in the specification of the instant application), said apparatus 
comprising: 
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a registration unit (fig. 2, #9, column 2, lines 48-68, column 3, lines 1-4) arrange 
to register a sub-address signal and a communication specification so as to correspond 
to a memory box; 

a start selector, (fig. 2, #7, column 3, lines 5-26) arranged to select a start of a 
ring-type multiple-address transmission; 

a ring-type multiple address reception transfer selector, (fig. 2, #12 & #13, 
column 3, lines 27-45) arranged to select a transfer of a ring-type multiple-address 
reception; and 

a controller, (fig. 2, #6, column 2, lines 48-68, column 3, lines 1-4) arranged to 
perform a control operation so that, when the start of a ring-type multiple address 
transmission has been selected, transmitter information is added, and when the transfer 
of ring-type multiple-address reception has been selected, the transmitter information is 
not added (refer to the arguments represented above); 

wherein the communication apparatus performs the ring-type multiple address 
transmission/reception of image data (relay operation, as defined in the specification of 
the instant application). 

Watanabe, however, does not disclose expressly that the transmitter information 
is added as the image data. 

Kawasaki, the same field of endeavor of the facsimile system, discloses the 
method of adding the transmitter facsimile information as the image data (Abstract and 
col. 2, lines 39-42). 
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At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to implement the method of adding the transmitter information as the image data 
of Kawasaki into the facsimile system of Watanabe. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been to receive the 
transmitter information along with the image data. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Kawasaki with Watanabe to 
obtain the invention as specified in claim 1 . 

19. With respect to claim 2, Watanabe discloses a communication apparatus 
(facsimile) adapted to perform ring-type multiple-address transmission, wherein said 
controller performs a control operation so that, when a start of ring-type multiple- 
address transmission has been selected, information indicating ring-type multiple- 
address transmission and information indicating a nickname of information to be 
transmitted are added as transmitter information. Watanabe discloses in column 3, 
lines 5-26, that the transmitter or originating unit information is added to the transmitted 
document. Therefore, it would be inherent that the information that is preprogrammed 
within the originating unit as to the unit's information, be added to a transmitted 
document, and that if a nickname is used to describe the unit then a nickname would be 
added to the transmitted information. 

20. With respect to claim 3, Watanabe discloses a communication apparatus 
(facsimile) adapted to perform ring-type multiple-address transmission, wherein said 
controller performs a control operation so that, when the sub-address signal and a 
transfer to a predetermined address, (column 3, lines 5-26) serving as communication 
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specification, are registered in said registration unit so as to correspond to the memory 
box, if the registered sub-address signal is received, the transmitter information is 
added, and the received information is transferred to the predetermined address. The 
claim is interpreted to mean, that if a plurality of addresses is to receive a transmitted 
document then the transmitted information of the originating unit's information is added 
to the document. Watanabe discloses that the information of originating unit is added 
not the information of any relay units. 

21 . With respect to claim 5, Watanabe discloses a communication apparatus 
(facsimile) adapted to perform ring-type multiple-address transmission, wherein said 
controller performs a control operation so that, when the sub-address signal and a 
transfer to a predetermined address, (column 3, lines 5-26) serving as communication 
specification, are registered in said registration unit so as to correspond to the memory 
box, if the registered sub-address signal is received, the transmitter information is 
added, and the received information is transferred to the predetermined address. The 
claim is interpreted to mean, that if a plurality of addresses are to receive a transmitted 
document then the transmitted information of the originating unit's information is added 
to the document. Watanabe discloses that the information of originating unit is added 
not the information of any relay units. 

22. With respect to claim 4, Watanabe et al. discloses a communication apparatus 
(facsimile) adapted to perform ring-type multiple-address transmission, said apparatus 
comprising: 

a memory, (fig. 2, #10, column 3, lines 58-59) arranged to store received data; 
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a transfer unit (fig. 2, #12 & #13, column 3, lines 27-68) arranged to transfer the 
received data stored in said memory; 

an identification unit (fig. 2, #12 & #13, column 3, lines 27-68), arranged to 
identify whether or not the received data is data assigned to be subjected to ring-type 
multiple-address processing; and 

a processor (fig. 2, #6, column 2, lines 48-68, column 3, lines 1-4), arranged to 
cause said transfer unit to transfer the received data without adding transmitter 
information if the received data is data assigned to be subjected to ring-type multiple- 
address processing, and to cause the transfer unit to transfer the received data with the 
transmitter information added thereto if the received data is not data assigned to be 
subjected to the ring-type multiple-address processing (column 4, lines 45-55, and 
column 5, lines 40-45). Refer to the arguments represented above. 

Watanabe, however, does not disclose expressly that the transmitter information 
is added as the image data. 

Kawasaki, the same field of endeavor of the facsimile system, discloses the 
method of adding the transmitter facsimile information as the image data (Abstract and 
col. 2, lines 39-42). 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to implement the method of adding the transmitter information as the image data 
of Kawasaki into the facsimile system of Watanabe. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been to receive the 
transmitter information along with the image data. 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Kawasaki with Watanabe to 
obtain the invention as specified in claim 4. 

23. With respect to claim 6, arguments analogous to those presented for claim 1 , are 
applicable. 

24. With respect to claim 7, arguments analogous to those presented for claim 2, are 
applicable. 

25. With respect to claim 8, arguments analogous to those presented for claim 3, are 
applicable. 

26. With respect to claim 9, arguments analogous to those presented for claim 4, are 
applicable. 

27. With respect to claim 10, arguments analogous to those presented for claim 5, 
are applicable. 
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Conclusion 



28. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to CHAN S. PARK whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
7409. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8am-4:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Edward Coles can be reached on (571) 272-7402. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Chan S. Park 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2622 
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